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A father appeals the termination of his parental rights to his child.

AFFIRMED.
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EISENHAUER, J.

A father appeals the termination of his parental rights to his child. He
does not dispute the State proved the grounds for termination by clear and
convincing evidence. Instead, he contends he was deprived of due process by
the denial of his request to be personally present at the termination hearing. This
court has held:

Where a parent receives notice of the petition and hearing, is

represented by counsel, counsel is present at the termination

hearing, and the parent has an opportunity to present testimony by
deposition, we cannot say the parent has been deprived of
fundamental fairness.
In re J.S., 470 N.W.2d 48, 52 (lowa Ct. App. 1990). Accordingly, we reject the
father’s due process claim.

The father also contends termination is not in the child’s best interest.
Upon our de novo review, In re C.H., 652 N.W.2d 144, 147 (lowa 2002), we
disagree.

At the time of the termination hearing, the father—a seven-time convicted
felon—was imprisoned in lllinois and was not expected to be released for several
years. The child is two years old and the father has been incarcerated for the
majority of his life. The child should not be forced to endlessly suffer in
parentless limbo. See In re E.K., 568 N.W.2d 829, 831 (lowa Ct. App. 1997).
While the law requires a “full measure of patience with troubled parents who
attempt to remedy a lack of parenting skills,” this patience has been built into the

statutory scheme of chapter 232. In re C.B., 611 N.W.2d 489, 494 (lowa 2000).

Children should not be forced to endlessly await the maturity of a natural parent.



Id. At some point, the rights and needs of the child rise above the rights and
needs of the parent. In re J.L.W., 570 N.W.2d 778, 781 (lowa Ct. App. 1997).
Considering the child’s young age and need for stability, we find termination is in
his best interest. Accordingly, we affirm.

AFFIRMED.



